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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 7-10 and 22-30 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, 
Applicants amend Claims 23 and 30. 

The Examiner rejected Claim 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as 
allegedly being indefinite. Applicants have amended Claim 23 to correct the informality 
contained therein. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and 
withdrawal of this rejection. 

Applicants' Claim 30 has been amended to correct minor informalities contained 
therein. 

The Examiner rejected claims 7-1 0 and 22-30 under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Aoshima et al. (U.S. 6,241,524). Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection of Claims 7-10 and 22-30. 

Claim 7 recites: 

"A game device for proceeding a game by placing game objects 
related to the game in a three-dimensional virtual space and by controlling 
said objects, comprising: 

first game proceeding means for proceeding the game by 
controlling said game objects in a first game field in said three-dimensional 
virtual space; 

second game proceeding means for proceeding the game by 
controlling said game objects in a second game field in said three- 
dimensional virtual space; 

cursor object forming means for forming a cursor object 
indicating a certain area of one of said first and second game fields 
as well as an area of the other game field corresponding to the 
certain area; and 

perspective transformation display means for forming a screen 
picture on a display by transforming coordinates of each object including 
said cursor object within view of a viewpoint located in said three- 
dimensional virtual space." (emphasis added) 

Applicants' Claims 22 and 30 recite features and method steps that are similar to 
the features recited in Applicants' Claim 7, including the above-emphasized feature. 

The Examiner alleged that Aoshima et al. teaches all of the features and method 
steps recited in each of independent Claims 7, 22, and 30, including first and second 
game fields and cursor object forming means. 
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Applicants respectfully disagree. 

The Examiner refers to Fig. 3 and reference numbers 500 and 510 of Aoshima et 
al. as allegedly teaching the cursor object forming means. However, neither of 
reference numbers 500 and 510 is or could be fairly construed as a cursor object 
forming means as recited in Applicants' Claim 7, and similarly in Applicants' Claims 22 
and 30. In contrast, Aoshima et al. specifically discloses that elements 500 and 510 are 
"futuristic tanks" which are merely objects that are independent from one another and 
that are displayed in only a single game field at any given time. At best, the futuristic 
tanks 500 and 510 of Aoshima et al. most closely correspond to the game objects 
recited in Claims 7, 22, and 30, and certainly cannot be fairly construed as the cursor 
object forming means because elements 500 and 510 (1) do not indicate any specific 
area of a game field, and (2) cannot indicate a certain area of multiple game fields at the 
same time. 

Thus, Applicants respectfully submit that Aoshima et al. clearly fails to teach or 
suggest the feature of "cursor object forming means for forming a cursor object 
indicating a certain area of one of said first and second game fields as well as an area 
of the other game field corresponding to the certain area" as recited in Applicants' Claim 
7, and similarly in Applicants' Claims 22 and 30. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection of claims 7, 22, and 30 under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Aoshima et al. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that the prior art of record, applied 
alone or in combination, fails to teach or suggest the unique combination and 
arrangement of elements recited in claims 7, 22, and 30 of the present application. 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 7, 
22, and 30 are allowable. Claims 8-10 and 23-29 depend upon Claims 7 and 22, and 
are therefore allowable for at least the reasons that Claims 7 and 22 are allowable. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit 
that this application is in condition for allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt 
allowance are solicited. 
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The Commissioner is authorized to charge any shortage in fees due in 
connection with the filing of this paper, including extension of time fees, to Deposit 
Account No. 50-1353. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: March 16, 2007 



/Christopher A. Bennett #46,710/ 
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